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QWEST CORPORATION’S RESPONSE TO AT&T'S SECOND
NOTICE OF SCHEDULING ISSUES

Qwest Corporation ("Qwest") hereby submits its response to the Second Notice of
Scheduling Issues filed by AT&T Communications of the Mountain States, Inc. and TCG
Phoenix (collectively “AT&T™).

Introduction

In its Second Notice of Scheduling Issues, AT&T claims that it believes there
may be a future need to adjust the current Procedural Order. Because AT&T's arguments
are groundless, there is no basis for modification of the current Procedural Order.

AT&T's Second Notice of Scheduling Issues is premised on the unfounded notion
that there are substantially more issues to be addressed in the Draft Final Report than
expected. This ignores the approach the Test Advisory Group (TAG) agreed to take with
regard to the individual draft reports. The TAG agreed to hold workshops on the
individual draft reports as they were issued, rather than waiting until the Draft Final

Report. This approach provided the CLECs with the opportunity for substantial input
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early in the process and provided CGE&Y with the ability to address the issues raised
earlier in the process. Given this approach, the parties always understood that the
individual draft reports would be subject to some additional analysis and revision after
the workshops. As expected, the workshops resulted in some additional analysis and
revision that CGE&Y will incorporate into the Final Draft Report.

AT&T now points to this expected result as the basis for questioning CGE&Y's
ability to produce the Draft Final Report as currently scheduled. As set forth below,
AT&T's concerns are unsubstantiated.

Argument

The primary basis for AT&T's Second Notice is that AT&T "believes it is
unlikely” that the Draft Fina! Report due to the TAG on December 21, 2001 will be
complete.' Specifically, AT&T lists nine issues it claims the Draft Final Report must
address:

1} re-testing;

2) issues deferred from the prior workshops;

3) additional analyses addressed in prior workshops;

4) issues raised in the workshop on Qwest's stand-alone test
environment (SATE );

5) issues relating to the Liberty reconciliation report raised in the
workshop;

6) issues raised in the workshop regarding Qwest's change

management process (CMP );

7) issues relating to the CGE&Y data reconciliation raised in the
workshop;
8) other performance data issues raised in the workshop; and

! AT&T's Second Notice of Scheduling Issues at 1.
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9) IWOs not addressed in previous draft reports.
These issues do not justify AT&T's concerns.

First, items 1, 2, 3, and 4 (re-testing, issues and report revisions raised in prior
workshops, and additional IWQ closures) are not new or unexpected issues. All of the
parties knew that these issues would be addressed in the Draft Final Report when the
current Procedural Order was issued. By November 2, 2001, when that order was issued,
the Retail Parity Evaluation, Relationship Management Evaluation, and Capacity Test
workshops had all been held and the parties knew the quantum of issues deferred to and
revisions required for the Draft Final Report arising from those workshop. Similarly, the
parties knew that IWOs that remained open at the time of the prior workshops but were
closed afterward would be addressed in the Draft Final Report.

Second, AT&T is simply wrong in claiming that issues relating to SATE might
impact CGE&Y's ability to complete the Draft Final Report. Hewlett Packard, rather
than CGE&Y, is conducting the evaluation of SATE. Hewlett Packard has already
produced a preliminary report regarding its findings and will produce a final report on
December 20, 2001. There is no reason for that separate evaluation to affect CGE&Y's
issuance of its Draft Final Report.

Third, AT&T separately lists three issues -- the Liberty reconciliation report,
CGE&Y data reconciliation, and other performance data issues -- that all relate to
performance data. The Liberty report is a separate evaluation that is not part of
CGE&Y's Draft Final Report. Further, CGE&Y's own data reconciliation report has
already been issued. The Staff has devoted an entire workshop, which will be held

December 13-14, 2001, to these issues. The only additional work that may be required
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for the Draft Final Report may be updates to reflect the issues addressed during the
workshop.

The CMP workshop was scheduled at Staff's request. Unlike the other OSS test
workshops, the CMP workshop is not part of the draft report review process. Indeed,
CGE&Y's analysis of Qwest's CMP was already addressed at the Relationship
Management Evaluation workshop. No issues relating to CMP were deferred for future
consideration in any other workshop. Thus, the workshop regarding CGE&Y's draft
report on this issue has already been held; there is no new CGE&Y analysis to be
discussed at the upcoming CMP. While CGE&Y may refine its report or close IWOs
based on the information presented at the CMP workshop, its primary purpose is not a
review of CGE&Y's analysis. Therefore, it is not likely to have a substantial impact
CGE&Y's ability to produce a complete Draft Final Report.

Staff initially stated that CMP issues would be discussed in the Final Report
workshop. Staff has now scheduled a separate CMP workshop to be held December 17-
18, 2001, Given that Staff originally did not intend to discuss CMP before the Final
Workshop, it clearly did not intend for CGE&Y Draft Final Report to address any issues
that would be raised during that discussion. The separate CMP workshop simply allows
the parties to discuss CMP issues even earlier than was previously planned and reduces
the agenda for the Final Report workshop.

Finally, AT&T suggests that the time currently allocated for the scheduled Final
Report workshop may be insufficient. The parties' collective experience throughout the
draft report review workshops suggests otherwise. All of the prior workshops were

concluded in less than the allocated time -- frequently as much as an entire day early.
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There is thus no basis for AT&T's current concern about the amount of time allocated for
the Final Report workshop.
Conclusion

The issues AT&T listed are not new or unanticipated issues. Rather, these issues
were known at the time the current schedule, including the December 21 due date for the
Draft Final Report, was set. These issues, therefore, do not support AT&T's concern that
the Draft Final Report may not be complete by December 21. In any event, it would be
premature to modify the Procedural Order based on unsupported speculation.

Respectfully submitted this 2 day of December, 2001.

Andrew D. Crain
QwEesT CORPORATION
1081 California Street
Suite 4900

Denver, CO 80202
(303) 672-5823

Timothy Berg

Theresa Dwyer
FENNEMORE CRAIG
3003 North Ceniral Avenue
Suite 2600

Phoenix, AZ 85012-2913

ATTORNEYS FOR QWEST CORPORATION

oo
ORIGINAL +10 copies filed this i day
of December, 2001, with:

Docket Control

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 West Washington

Phoenix, AZ

COPY of the foregoing delivered this day to:
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Maureen A. Scott

Legal Division

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 W, Washington St.

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Steve Olea, Acting Director

Utilities Division

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 W. Washington St.

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Lyn Farmer, Chief Administrative Law Judge
Hearing Division

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 W. Washington

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Caroline Butler

Legal Division

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 W. Washington St.

Phoenix, AZ 85007

COPY of the foregoing mailed this day to:

Steven H. Kukta

SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY
1850 Gateway Drive, 7" floor

San Mateo, CA 94404-2567

Eric S. Heath

SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS CO.
100 Spear Street, Suite 930

San Francisco, CA 94105

Thomas Campbell

Lewis & Roca

40 N. Central Ave,
Phoenix, AZ 85004

Joan S. Burke

Osborn Maledon, P.A.

2929 N. Ceniral Ave,, 21* Floor
PO Box 36379

Phoenix, AZ 85067-6379

Thomas F. Dixon
Worldcom, Inc.

707 17" Street # 3900
Denver, CO 80202

Scott 8. Wakefield

Residential Utility Consumer Office
2828 North Central Ave., Suite 1200
Phoenix, AZ 85004
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Michael M. Grant

Todd C. Wiley

Gallagher & Kennedy
2575 E. Camelback Rd.
Phoenix, AZ 85016-9225

Michael Patten

Roshka Heyman & DeWulf
400 North Fifth St., Ste. 1000
Phoenix, AZ 85004-3906

Bradley Carroll, Esq.

Cox Arizona Telcom, LL.C
1550 West Deer Valley Rd.
Phoenix, AZ 85027
Daniel Waggoner

Davis, Wright & Tremaine
2600 Century Square

1501 Fourth Avenue
Seattle, WA 98101-1688

Traci Grundon

Davis Wright & Tremaine
1300 §.W. Fifth Avenue
Portland, OR 97201

Richard S. Wolters

Maria Arias-Chapleau
AT&T Law Department
1875 Lawrence Street # 1575
Denver, CO 80202

David Kaufman

€.Spire Communications, Inc.
343 W. Manhattan Street
Santa Fe, NM 87501

Alaine Miller

XO Communications, Inc.
500 108™ Ave. NE, Suite 2200
Bellevue, WA 95004

Diane Bacon, Legislative Director
Communications Workers of America
5818 N. 7™ St., Suite 206

Phoenix, Arizona 85014-5811

Philip A. Doherty
545 South Prospect Street, Suite 22
Burlington, VT 05401

W. Hagood Bellinger
5312 Trowbridge Drive
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Dunwoody, GA 30338

Joyce Hundley

U.S. Dept. of Justice
Antitrust Division

1401 H Street, NW, # 8000
Washington, DC 20530

Andrew O. Isar

Telecommunications Resellers Association
4312 92nd Ave., NW

Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Raymond S. Heyman

Two Arizona Center

400 North 5" Street, Suite 1000
Phoenix, AZ 85004-3906

Douglas Hsiao
Rhythms Links, Inec.
6933 Revere Parkway
Englewood, CO 80112

Mark Dioguardi
Tiffany and Bosco, PA
500 Dial Tower

1850 N. Central Avenue
Phoenix, AZ 85004

Thomas L. Mumaw

Snell & Wilmer

One Arizona Center
Phoenix, AZ 85004-0001

Charles Kallenbach

American Communications Services, Inc.
131 National Business Parkway
Annapolis Junction, MD 20701

Lyndon J. Godfrey

Vice President — Government Affairs
AT&T

675 E. 500 8.

Salt Lake City, UT 84102

Gena Doyscher

Global Crossing Services, Inc.
1221 Nicollet Mall
Minneapolis, MN 55403-2420

Andrea Harris, Senior Manager
Allegiance Telecom, Inc. of Arizona
2101 Webster, Ste. 1580

Oakland, CA 54612
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Gary L. Lane, Esq.
6902 East 1* Street, Suite 201
Scottsdale, AZ 85251

1. David Tate

Senior Counsel

SBC Telecom, Inc.

5800 Northeast Parkway, Suite 125
San Antonio, Texas 78249

M, Andrew Andrade

Tess Communications, Inc.
5261 8. Quebec Street Ste. 150
Greenwood Village, CO 80111

K. Megan Doberneck, Esq.
Covad Communications
4250 Burton Street

Santa Clara, CA 95054

Richard Sampson

Z-Tel Communications, Inc.
601 S. Harbour Island, Ste, 220
Tampa, Florida 33602

Lisa Crowley

Regional Counsel

Covad Communications Company
4250 Burton Drive

Santa Clara, CA 95054

Adrienne M, Anderson

Paralegal

Covad Communications Company
7901 Lowry Boulevard

Denver, (;jorado 80230 .
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